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recoil unduly when God has been seen to work benefit for our race as a whole 
by wars, in which cruel despotisms, inferior or sangpiinary races have suc- 
cumbed before superior moral or mental worth. The Hebrews were not per- 
fect ; they were far from being up to our standard. But with all their cruelty 
and greed, there was something very much loftier in them — the sense of hav- 
ing the true God with them and of taking possession of a kingdom for Him. 
Remember that it is a law of God's working that when sin of a certain type 
and degree has come in, retribution follows in the shape of annihilation at the 
hands of a superior race. It was better for the world that the Hebrew nation, 
which has done the grandest moral and religious work for the world, should 
root out the awfully degraded Canaanites. But they did not do so and the 
fact that some were left proved an invaluable moral disciphne to the Hebrews. 
The Hebrews could never have gotten possession of the country by stratagem, 
by alliance. The national recollection of this time proves that they fought 
great battles and must have been possessed by some great enthusiasm, the 
belief in God. Notice that God dealt with the Hebrews after the conquest 
precisely on the same principle that he dealt with the Canaanites — punished 
them when they degenerated. It is on this background that we may picture 
the career of Gideon. The time was one that afforded an opportunity for a 
hero. The narrative brmgs out the traits of Gideon's character ; (i) He was 
a doubter at first, but it was the doubt of a man who could not tolerate the 
degradation of God's people. For that reason he was chosen. The doubters 
may be the men nearest God, and some of the finest religious perceptions of 
our age may be outside the church. (2) Gideon began the reformation at 
home. (3) He sought quality not quantity, man not men. His whole career 
is a lesson of how good work can be done in the face of difficulties. His 
career was glorious, because he was faithful to the highest light he had access to. 

The introductory part of this paper, while most interesting and well reasoned, rather 
cramps the treatment of the subject with which the paper proposes to deal. A separate 
discussion at greater length would have been very welcome. What Prof. Elmslie says 
about the moral difficulties connected with the conquest of Canaan is good, though there 
is nothing particularly new said, and we cannot think that the heart of the matter has 
been touched. As a whole, the treatment of Gideon does not equal his analysis of Sam- 
son's character and life. Of course Gideon does not offer the same opportunity. 



The Higher Criticism — is it Biblical or Anti-Biblical ? * Must the old view 
of the Bible be given up, and there be substituted for it a new view by which 
its authority and trustworthiness will be seriously impaired? We do not ob- 
ject to the application of the most searching tests to the books of Scripture, 
and the most thorough scrutiny as to their real origin ; but, to take a single 
instance, we think it capable of demonstration that Moses did write the Pen- 
tateuch, and that any other view contravenes the explicit testimony of our 
Lord. The discussion about the absolute inerrancy of the original autographs 
of Scripture does not touch the real gravity of the case. The historical truth 
and the divine authority of the Bible stand or fall together. If Moses is the 
author of the Pentateuch, its historic truth is placed beyond controversy. But 
what confidence can be put in the history if, as the friendly critic Dr. Driver 
says, the records are from four hundred to a thousand years subsequent to the 
events which they relate, and are based upon the popular traditions of the 
time when they were prepared ? The arguments used by the higher critics to 

* A sermon by Prof. Wm. H. Green, D. D., LL. D., in N. Y. Independent, Jan. 28, 1892. 
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prove the composite character of the Pentateuch come to naught. Their as- 
sumption of the existence of duplicate and discrepant statements as a pervad- 
ing feature of the Pentateuch are but assumptions, nothing more. The way 
in which the several alleged redactors have handled the material is most un- 
fortunate for the historical value of their work, as there is no way of ascer- 
taining how far they may have warped the accounts from their proper original 
intent by their well-meant but mistaken efforts at correcting or harmonizing 
them. Then does not the history of the Mosaic age rest upon a quicksand ? 
Can anything of consequence be certainly known regarding it? It is not 
enough for the holders of these critical views to tell us that they believe in the 
truth of the Pentateuch, that they believe it to be inspired of God, and that 
they believe it to be infallible in all matters of faith and duty. Of course we 
do not question these statements of their personal faith, but this does not 
prove their critical theories to be harmless, and we have shown that their hy- 
potheses undermine the historical truth, the divine inspiration, and the 
authority of the Pentateuch. The general acceptance of their view must lead 
ultimately to the denial of its inspiration even in that qualified sense in which 
these critics profess to accept it now, as well as to the denial of its veracity as 
history, as surely as the tree will bear fruit after its own kind. 

It is interesting to compare this statement by Prof. Green of his views concerning the 
composition of the Pentateuch, with that of Prof. E. C. Bissell in his recent Christian- 
Union article, a synopsis of which a^ppeared in the February STUDENT. Prof. Green 
makes no concessions of any sort to the higher criticism, while Prof. Bissell ilnds a certain 
amount of truth in their hypotheses. Gradations exist within the conservative school of 
critics as well as within the progressive school. Do not these many variations of view 
signify that we are only working toward, and have not yet reached, the complete truth 
about the origin of the first five Old Testament books, taking them as a particular instance 
of the whole problem as to the origin of the Scriptures ? Is it not therefore advisable to 
proceed with caution and good humor, being especially careful to avoid any misrepre- 
sentation or incrimination of those who see the matter differently from ourselves, — this at 
least until there can be brought about a larger agreement among the members themselves 
of the two respective schools. It isn't so much the individual opinion of any one scholar, 
as it is the collective opinion of a large number of scholars, that men recognize as authori- 
tative in these problems. To secure such agreement should be the objective of all this 
discussion at present, and it may be questioned whether it is wise to appeal to the masses 
in support of one's position when the solution depends so largely upon knowledge which 
only a scholar can acquire. 



The Virgin-Birth— Its Expectation and Publication.* The question before 
us is, when did the idea and knowledge of the virgin-birth of the Messiah 
enter the public mind ? (i) Was this virgin-birth a feature of the Messianic 
expectation prior to the advent of Christ? There was certainly no official 
method for clearly discerning this mark in the eagerly awaited Messiah. 
Mary's reply to the angel's announcement (Lk. i : 34) is diametrically opposed 
to any such idea on her part. Joseph would scarcely have meditated divorce 
(Matt. I : 19) if he had been aware of such an expectation. There is nothing 
in the history of the period to indicate that there was any such phase of the 
Messianic expectation. It was psychologically impossible beforehand to read 
in or into Isaiah's " Immanuel prophecy" (7 : 14) any such event as took place 
in Mary. The fulfilments of prophecies indicated in the first two chapters of 
Matthew are of the Rabbinical type, and are at least questionable. (2) Was 

* By Prof. W. F. Steele, Ph. D., in Methodist Review, Jan.-Feb. 1892. 



